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State of Nefr Jersey

DEPARTMENT OF HEALTH
CN360
TRENTON, N.J. 08625-0340

CHRISTINE TODD WHITMAN . LEN FISHMAN _
GOVERNOR _ COMMISSIONER OF'HEALTH .
TO: David Hutchins; ATSDR, Technical Project Officer
FROM: James Pasqualo; NJDOH, ATSDR Project Manager Y
DATE: June 24, 1996

SUBJECT: Site Visit Report; LCP Chemical Site

Attached is a site visit report package regarding the LCP Chemical site. Included in this package are:

1) A site summary checklist.
2) Site narrative. : :
3) A site location map (coordinates 40° 36.43" N, 74°12.62" W)

The NJDOH performed a site visit at the LCP Chemical site on May 2, 1996. This was in response to a
request from the United States Environmental Protection Agency to ascertain the nature and extent of potential
human exposure pathways at the site.

It is our evaluation that although metals (mercury, and to a lessor extent arsenic) are present in
concentrations exceeding ATSDR comparison values, there are no completed or anticipated human exposure
pathways associated with the site under present conditions, : '

The site is an inactive industrial facility. Although physical hazards exist on the site, it is not an area where
trespassing is likely. Off-site contact by adults or children with site related contaminants is unlikely under present
conditions. ’ i

Level D protection is adequate for visiting the site under present conditions. Additional activity by the

ATSDR or the NJDOH is not indicated at this time. The NJDOH recommends revisiting the site subsequent to
commencement of remedial activity by the USEPA. ’ '

c./with attachments

File

New Jersey Is An Equal Opportunity Employer
Printed on Recycled Paper
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Sité Summary Form -

7

CERCLIS NO. -
Date Prepared | '6//?/7‘6 '

Preparer Jrm ﬁ?saruﬂw
‘ VJDoA

ATSDR SITE SUMMARY - SRR
#0° 3¢ Tz o
I. GENERAL INFORMATION ° . Y

7¥T 2 ea W

Site Name: & C R ChHemlrepe -~ —— -

(Include other names by which site is known.) . .

Region: 2 City:_ LM/ Den) County: 'UM’O/!) state: MV
Site Management Responsibility _ S
[X)Fund Lead { )Enforcement Lead (PRP) . ... __
[ )State Lead [ )Federal Facility ’ ‘ ‘

Remedial Schedule Status
] PA/S1
[ ] Workplan Development
[ ] RI scheduled/under way
[ ) Other _ :

II. 0 ON REV

(Review of EPA Site File(s) 'ax‘md, where appropriate, include State
monitoring information) ‘

II.A. Bibliography of Dsta/Irformation Sources:

Document ‘ o ~ Date of Dc.;cumer.:
1 WNorkwe 4 far Sevy  ro
o Ao S /sy |
3 ~ |
4
5
] ‘ :
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" 'Site Summarv Form . : - . T

II.E. Site Access Restrictions

1. [ ]} Unrestricted Access ' o
2. [X] Restricted Access (Explain Below)

COMMENTS; (e.g., type of restrictions ,:' restric_ting'a-uthdrity, etc.)

/M st e 4‘& %4@ a

II.F. Removal Actions

1. Have removal actions occurred? ([y] Yes [ ] No
2. Describe the removal actions:

II.G. Population . ; : . | / | B
' - /f ' i (/W{W/d/ iy 4 o
1. Distance to closest residence:" 2./"44& - S ‘ oA

2. Size of population within a 112 mile 'r,adigs of thg site: 35

S. Special population concerns: [ ] Yes [{] No ‘ ‘
‘ (Are there schools, nursing - homes, hospitals, parks,
playgrounds, etc., within the radius?) ' _—

COMMENTS: . o | R TR
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Site Summary Form .

II.H. Envirdnmental /Exposure Pathwavys

IT.H.1. Groundwater .

Private Wells:

a. There are privgee Is in use within the vicinity of the size.

[ ] No dnta/info:mation available within
a radius of -miles,

/Al 5 o S vwkwoun, 8 ﬂé?o/w%c/ wo7s

Private well is used for: v

1. [ ) Drinking _ 4, ] Livestock "

2. [ ] Cooking . 5. ) Irrigation of crops

3. [ ) Other domestic uses 6. { ] Other i .
’V64 c. There is reason to believe thac the private wells are

: are not - contamina:ed because of:
1. [.] Private well data

2.. [ ) Monitoring well data
3. [ ] Public system data
4. [ ] Other

d. The earliest documented date of pfivate'well contamination is:

Public Vells

a. There are public/municipal vells in use vzthin ‘the vicinity of
the sitce. :
[ ) Yes- [ ] No [Xﬁ No'daca/information available within
‘ a radius of : . kiles.

Public well water is used for:

>
o

vestock

1. [ ] Drinking N .
2. [ ] Cooking 5. [ ] Irrigation of crops
3. { ] Other domestic uses €. [.] -Other '

»A4Ab c. There is reason to believe cha. the pub ic wells a'
are not - . .. contazinated because o.;»

Private well data
Monitoring well data
Public system data
-Other

/?74& d. The eariiest documented da:e.of-well,con:a:ina:icﬂRLE:f

oW R g
e —
St et s

riva / ublic/ir rigaticn well contamination:

O
(o]
B
L]
&)
ot
(4]
o]
8]
u




Site Summary Form
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.2. Surface Water

R

" J-T Other L «/Séb

Are any of the following categories of surface water ‘ocaued
on-site (or passing through the site):

[ Drainage ditch (or zu.ermlttent stream)
X) Stream or creek

[ ] River

[ ) Wetlands, pond, or lake

Surface water is used for:

[-]) Drinking [ ] Cooking ) Flshlng ,
[ ] Livestock { ] Swimming - [ ] Irrxgatlon
[ ] Other 4 :

Surface water treated prior to ‘use:
[ ] unknown [ ] no [ ] yes
Name of system owner:

Are any of the following cacegorzes of surface water adJacent
to (bordering) the site

[ ] Drainage ditch (or intermiCtent screan)
(K] Stream or creek

[ ] River :

[ ] Wetlands, pond, or. lake

Surface vatér is used forﬁ o S
[ ]} Drinking - { ] Cooking [ } Fishing .

[ ] Livestock [ ] Swimming [ ] Irrigation’
{ ] Other e

Surface vater treated prior. to use:
[.] unknown { ] no [ ] yes
Name of system owner: i

Are any of the followzng categories of surfacé”water impacted .. -
by the site; ’ ' : - o

[ ] Drainage ditch (or intermittente stream) Dlstance
[)(] Stream or creek: Distance to Ah./# C‘mr‘ ',,p '
[ ] River: Distance to

[ ] Wetlands, pond.vorvl:E::' Diﬁtan;e to»___
Surface vafet is used for:', o : .
[ ] Drinking - [ ] Cooking - j‘]vFishing»gf s
[ ] Livestock 171 wammlng vv'ifg}‘rr;igagfbh"'”

Sur‘ace water t*eated ‘prior to use:
] unknown { ] no  [.] yes
Name of . system owner: -




Site Summary Form

d. Summary of documentation of surface water contanxna.lon
(include earliest date of contamination, discuss potential for
contamination, discuss sampling that indicates surface waters -
may be contaminated):

_Sﬂuﬂr‘ gmyc/ﬁz %b/mw/; ,{/
__ #Evles seo ﬁ,/
Y1 2. _OpO /ﬂ(;_/,&

SRAE vpree  — > _44// (f

SRAACE  SpscS (9 e") > //o ""2%_ g ‘.

(vpvy 5y
VZ

ZC

SOURCE(s) :

"II.H.3. Soil

a. Off-site soil contamination confirmed: [ ] Yes [}d 'Nc:
Confirmed by: [ ] Sampling [ ] Visible evidgnqe

b.- On-site soil contamination confiméd' [)(] Yes 1) No ‘
Confirmed by: [ ] Sampling [ ] Visible evidence '

¢. The public is likely to come in contact vith contaminated soil:
[ ] Yes Contact will occur: [ ] Off-site - . X On-site
Explain in Comments Section ‘

K} No — por ke oy BoT possisic o
¢. On-site employees are likely to come m contact \:;:H

conta...lna ed soil: [ ] Yes [,(] no E‘"r/‘a/e?'s rcy‘. |

e. The ea*l*est documented data of so‘l contawna.lo'x is:
[ ] Off-site . / /
(X On-s... /-k——#\ /7;2

SN

"f. Comments:

O-2 Er > 36 - 722 ﬂq’/(’( J //j’
S o
50/1% fv&f X L Aooord d7 - 5‘@

SOURCE(s):
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Site Summary Form

II.H.4. Anmbient Alr

a. Release of volatiles or gases has been measured:
{ ] Yes [)(] No

Measurements were taken: { ] On-site [ ] Off-site

SOURCE(s): _AO  DFE A

- There is a history of odor complaints in the vicinity of the site:
[ ] Yes K] No Explain: __A© //VrOQlﬂlﬂa/l/

[ ] In Reéiden;e

SOURCE(s):

b. A release of airborne particulates has occurred:
[ ] Yes Release confirmed by: [ ] Air sampling :

[ ] physical evidence

SOURCE(s):

€. Comments on Anbient Alr:

NO AR DA /74/4/44/34( FM ,err/sv

SOURCE(s):

L AT ¥1)

IT.H.5. Food Chain

a. Crogs
1

Type [ ! Commercial agriculture. ) Residen ial .ga'de“s»

2. Crops likely %o be contaminated: [ ] Yes }] No

3. Verified by [ ] Sampling -

[x} Observation (evidence of mlg*atiOﬁ o*'s ressed -

. vegetation)
4, Crops (list)

COMMENTS : 4[2‘ 4&&;‘ LCTVRMY Aﬂms Wkﬂf%’sl/a'

1. Are grown in the vicinity of the site: [ ] Yes TXQ'NO' o
{
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VI. HUMAN EXPOSURE PATHWAYS .
A. QCpportunity for human exposure to groundwater contami Aa:idﬁff
1. [ } has occurred [ ] is occurring -'[¢] is not oceéurring
[ ] is potentially occurring L MO eV Bewce or
LY SAGve.
A;bfZ. If exposure occurred: ¢ “ o -
[ ] >10 yrs ago [ ] 1-10 yrs ago [ ] <1 yr ago [ } unknown-
404& 3. Route of exposure: S o
. [} ingestion ) C R S
[ ] inhalation- . . S VAR
[ ] dermal contact o s IEE
B. O n:
1. [ ) has occurred [ ] is occurring [ ] is not occurriﬁg,
(X] is potentially occurring - LT
2.. 1f exposure occurred: ' o T
[ ] >10 yrs ago [¢] 1-10 yrs ago []<1lyr ago [y] unknbun .
I eI eeposete prssiace, wor omess ro
[ ] inhalation occ wRe A7 (.ev:v.s a" /Vl UC— '
[w) dermal contact % cTH e'oﬂcmu,
C; ‘ . . - ,
1. [) has occurred [ ) is occurring [¥) is not occurrxng
[ ] is potentially occurring ‘ /15516(5 Bor por L/Ia/ ro
: : o oCC VRN A)’ LEBT S - 85 ﬂdcﬂ-
2. If exposure occurred: N Gaisadc 1 tazucnul
[ ) >10 yrs ago ([y] 1-10 yrs ago [ ] <1 yr ago ] unknowﬂ
3. Route of exposure: :
[¥) ingestion o S IR ,
[*] inhalation e : R S
[ ] dermal contact ' ' ' -
D. Opperrunity ‘o— human_exposure ;q;g;rbo e _cont au;‘a:icﬁf‘ ﬁ E ; i
1. [ ] has occurred [ ] is ocecurrin ng [ ] is not occurring’
] is potentially occurring o B W
l)o , "~ 2. If exposure occur :éd: i- . ':,“—">1i% ;bf R 5 N "%"v;:,fgf
wﬂmﬂﬂ ("] >10 yrs ago ! ] 1.10 yrs ago [ } <l yr ago { ‘' lurkno i B

3. Rou:e'of_e%posure{ -
{ ] inhalation
[ ] dermal contac:.




" Site Summary Form
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PSONS KNOWIEDGEAELE ARQUT THE STTE

The interview objectives are:
1. o verify information found in the site file review an

2. to acquire essential information not found in the site file(s)" '
. A. Nane: $789% oJork's Organization 4753%/?;&2 Date
Comments: . A

HRESenT _opf S Ly, _2/2-637- ¥304

.

B. Name: At/ m&e (€5 Organization USaph D;te

Comments:

517 W Aer:
Pl._908 906 - L 930
FX 926 - 4/ 82
32/ |

Cr 7 @yas”

C. Name Crganization Date,
Comments : .
ATSDR Public Health Assessment : L-15

Guidance Manual
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Site Summary Form

E Opportumity foy human  evngsure o food “hat bas  “een
contarinated thyough the food chain or hv exposure to Ihe
sjte; ' : o _ ,

1. [ ] has occurred [ ] is occurring | ] is not occurring
[ ] is

potentially occurring
2. 1f exposure occurred: _ ' .
[ ] >10 yrs ago [ ) 1-10 yrs ago [ ] <1 yr ago [ ] unknown

3. Route of exposure:
[ ] ingestion

nformation (h

[N
[N
n
rt
[o]
e
e
[¢]
[+
—

- F. Any other relevant human exposure
: exposure)?

VII. Ge o :

P P —




LCP Chemicals, Inc.

The LCP Chemicals Site is situated off of South Wood Avenue on
the Tremley Point peninsula adjacent to the Arthur Kill, in
Linden, Union County, NJ. The site 1s located in an- 1ndustr1al
area and is bordered by the South Branch Creek (SBC) to the east,
GAF Corporation to the north, and Northvill Industries, BP
Corporation, and Mobil to the northeast, south, and west,
respectively. The facility produced chlorine using a mercury
cell electrolysis process at this location from 1972 to some time
in 1994. Metallic mercury was partially recovered and the
residuals were placed into an onsite lagoon..

It is reported that-in the past there have :been leaks and .
breaches from the impoundment onto the ground surface and into
the South Branch Creek. The lagoon was closed in 1984 through
dewatering, compaction and capped with a two foot clay layer.

Its volume is estimated to be 30,000 cubic yards. During.
installation of monltorlng wells in 1982, mercury was discovered
in the soil at 0-2 foot in depth at concentrations ranging from
36 mg/kg to 772 mg/kg. Surface soils (actual depth unknown)
collected from the perlmeter of the lagoon at:-that time 1nd1cated
mercury levels ranging from 27 mg/kg to 1, 580 mg/kg..

On January 11, 1995, an EPA pre- remedlal contractor collected
three surface soil samples (0-6 inches), ten surface water
samples, and elght sediment samples. The highest level of
mercury noted in the surface soils was 110 mg/kg. The average
concentration of mercury in the downstream sediments of the South
Branch Creek was 500 mg/kg. The highest concentration was

1,060 mg/kg. It is believed that the sediments were collected

near the water's edge. Mercury was detected 1n the surface water
at 93 ug/l near the LCP outfall.

Arsenic was also present in most of the samples also. The
highest level in the soil was 17 mg/kg, in the surface water it’
was ‘336 ug/l, and in the sediment it was 318 mg/kg

Currently, the plant is vacant. A tank washing company leases a
small portion of the property approximately 400 feet from"the ..
lagoon. Except for a Northville Industries oil tank farm, thers
are no other occupied structures present around the site for at
least 1/4 mile. The population within 1/2 mile of the site is
estimated to be 38. The tank farm is present on both sides of
the lagoon. An access road for the tank farm passes dlrectly
adjacent to the berm of the lagoon, which is elevated -
approx1mately 20 feet above the roadway. During a recent site
s*“ some erosion of the impoundment's berms was observed in
rections,  including on this roadway. The lagoon is also
ible from the plant since the gate is unlocked. : :
ions of vandalism are evwdent in portions of the vacanc
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FIGURE A-2
SITE MAP —_—

LCP CHEMICALS SITE, LINDEN, N.J. _ tNUS

SCALE: 1°= APPROX. 100’ | CORPORATION
0 A Halliburto (ﬁpany
29010




